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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



The is in response to the applicant's amendment on 27 December 2005. 



2. 



Claims 1-27 and 29-41 are pending in the application. 



3. 



Claims 20-25 have been allowed. 



4. 



Claims 1-19, 26, 27 and 29-41 have been rejected. 



Response to Arguments 



5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19, 26, 27 and 29-41 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Regarding claims 27 and 29-32, applicant's arguments filed 27 December 2005 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

On page 14, the applicant argues that nowhere in Matyas is there an information file 
encrypted which is sent as part of its survey questionnaires to buyers, but rather the responses to 
its survey questionnaires are encrypted. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Matyas discloses encrypting a survey block. The 
survey block contains multiple surveys. Therefore, since the block is being encrypted then the 
all suiTeys contained within are being encrypted. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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7. Claims 1-3, 12-15, 17-19 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Okamoto et al U.S. Patent No. 5,944,794. 

As to claim 1, Okamoto et al discloses a system for protecting information received over 
a network comprising: 

at least one first computer system connected to the network [column 8, 
lines 16-27]; 

a plurality of second computer systems capable of connecting to the first 
computer system through the network in which each of the second computers has 
a user interface to enable the user of the second computer to interact with the first 
computer system [column 8, lines 16-27]; 

means for registering one or more of the second computer systems by 
uniquely identifying each of the second computer systems with the user of the 
second computer system [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

means for selecting one or more of the registered second computer 
systems [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

means for sending content information from the first computer system via 
the network to at least one of the selected registered second computer systems 
without associated information defining the use of the content information by the 
second computer systems [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

means for displaying of the received content information at the registered 
second computer system that receives the content information and limiting the 
user interface of the second computer system to operate responsive to the user of 
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the second computer system to prevent copying of the content information when 
the received content information is being displayed [column 28, lines 5-65]. 
As to claims 2 and 18, Okamoto et al discloses that the content information sent to one of 
the registered second computer systems is encrypted, further comprising: 

means at the second computer system for requesting a key from the first 
computer system for decrypting the received encrypted content information 
[column 25 line 62 to column 26 line 23]; 

means at the first computer system for sending a key to decrypt the 
encrypted content information to the second computer system that requested the 
key [column 25 line 62 to column 26 line 23]; 

means at the second computer system for decrypting the encrypted content 
inforniation in accordance with the received key, in which the second computer 
system when displaying the decrypted content information ignores signals from 
the user interface capable of enabling access to the decrypted content information 
[column 25 line 62 to column 26 line 23]. 
As to claims 3 and 19, Okamoto et al discloses that one more of the registered second 
computer systems are selected by the selecting means to view the content information. Okamoto 
et al discloses that the key sending means only sends the keys to the selected second computer 
systems [column 25 line 62 to column 26 line 23]. 

As to claim 12, Okamoto et al discloses that the first computer system comprises one or 
more server computers and a database coupled to at least one of the server computers storing at 
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least information representing the registered second computer systems and information related to 
the users of each of the registered second computer systems [column 26, lines 36-48]. 

As to claim 13, Okamoto et al discloses that the second computer systems each have 
means for interfacing to the network and capable of connecting to the first computer system at 
one or more network addresses [column 26, lines 36-48]. 

As to claim 14, Okamoto et al discloses that the network represents a public network 
[column 8, lines 42-62]. 

As to claim 15, Okamoto et al suggests that the content information is part of a survey 
[column 25 line 62 to column 26 line 23]. 

As to claim 17, Okamoto et al discloses a method for protecting information received 
over a network, such as the Internet, comprising the steps of: 

at least one first computer system connected to the network [column 25, 
lines 29-61]; 

a plurality of second computer systems capable of connecting to the first 
computer system through the network in which each of the second computers has 
a user interface to enable the user of the second computer to interact with the first 
computer system [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

means for registering one or more of the second computer systems by 
uniquely identifying each of the second computer systems with the user of the 
second computer system [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

selecting one or more of the registered computer systems [column 25, 
lines 29-61]; 
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means for sending content information from the first computer system to 
at least one of the selected registered second computer systems without associated 
information defining the use of the content information by the second computer 
systems [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

means for displaying of the received content information at the registered 
second computer system that receives the content information and limiting the 
user interface of the second computer system to operate responsive to the user of 
the second computer system to prevent copying of the content information v^hen 
the received content information is being displayed [column 25, lines 29-61]. 
As to claim 26, Okamoto et al discloses a system for protecting an information file 
received over a public network from a World Wide Web site by one or more computer systems 
capable of communicating via the network to the web site, the system comprising: 

a web site connected to the network that uniquely registers one or more of 
the computer systems identifying the computer system to the web site and stores 
in a database encrypted information files and their associated keys, in which the 
web site is capable of sending the encrypted information file to registered 
computer systems, and sending a key to decrypt an encrypted information file to 
one of the registered second computer system when the second computer system 
is authorized to receive the key [column 25, lines 29-61]; 

each of the computer system being capable of connecting to the web site 
through the Internet and registered with the web site to send a request to the web 
site for a certain encrypted information file and to receive the encrypted 
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information file, and then request a key from the web site to decrypt the file, and 
in response to receiving the key, decrypts the encrypted information file and plays 
the file through a window on the display of the computer system [column 25, 
lines 29-61]; and 

each of the computer systems having a display and a user interface in 
which, when the file is played, signals from the user interface at the second 
computer system are ignored which enable access to the decrypted file, and when 
another window is selected than the window displaying the decrypted file, 
disables the playing, of the decrypted file [column 25, lines 29-61], 
8. Claims 27 and 29-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Matyas 
U.S. Patent No. 6,102,287. 

As to claim 27, Matyas discloses an Internet web site for supporting concept surveys 
which are capable of connecting to one or more client computer systems comprising: 

one or more computer servers capable of connecting to the Internet in 
which the client computer system is registered with the web site [column 4 line 61 
to column 5 line 11]; 

a database coupled to one or more of the servers that stores encrypted 
information files representing parts of one or more surveys and their associated 
keys [column 13, lines 48-60], in which the web site is capable of sending the 
encrypted information file to registered client computer systems for carrying out a 
survey received by the client computer systems [column 16, lines 29-45], and 
sending a key to decrypt an encrypted information file to one of the registered 
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second computer system when the second computer system is authorized to 
receive the key to enable the client computer system to play the information file 
as part of the survey, in which the survey represents one or more questions 
answerable by the user of the client computer system [column 28, lines 49-65]. 
As to claim 29, Matyas discloses that at least one of the computer servers provides 
downloadable viewer software to client computer systems capable of requesting and receiving 
the encrypted information file from the web site, and requesting and receiving the key to decrypt 
the encrypted information file from the web site, and for displaying the decrypted information 
file in which during the display the operation of the user interface of the client computer system 
is limited to prevent copying of the decrypted information file [column 19, lines 24-60]. 

As to claim 30, Matyas discloses a system for conducting a survey over a network 
comprising: 

at least one first computer system connected to the network [column 4 line 
61 to column 5 line 11]; 

a plurality of second computer systems capable of connecting to the first 
computer system through the network in which the second computer systems are 
registered at the first computer system [column 16, lines 29-45]; 

means for sending a survey from the first computer system to at least one 
of the registered second computers [column 16, lines 29-45]; 

means for downloading an encrypted file from the first computer system 
to the one of the registered second computer systems in which the encrypted file 
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is stored at the one of the registered second computer systems for use; in the 
survey [column 28, lines 49-65]; 

means at the one of the registered second computer systems for requesting 
a key from the first computer system to decrypt the encrypted file when the one of 
the registered second computer systems is associated with a participant 
preselected to take the survey [column 19, lines 24-60]; 

means for receiving a key at the one of the registered second computers 
from the first computer system [column 19, lines 24-60]; and 

means at the one of the registered second computer systems for decrypting 
the encrypted file in accordance with the key and playing the decrypted file as 
part of the survey at the one of the registered second computer systems, in which 
the survey represents one or more questions answerable by the user of the client 
computer system [column 19, lines 24-60]. 
As to claim 31, Matyas discloses that the network represents the Internet, and the first 
computer system represents one or more computer servers addressable via the Internet [column 
11, lines 25-37], 

As to claim 32, Matyas discloses means at the one of the registered second computer 
systems for sending answers to the survey to the first computer system [column 22, lines 27-48]. 

As to claim 33, Matyas discloses a system for conducting a survey at a computer 
connected to the Internet comprising a first computer system representing one or more computer 
servers, and at least one second computer system capable of connecting to the first computer 
system through the Internet, and the first computer system has a memory storing at least one 
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survey and one or more downloadable files, the first computer system having keys for decrypting 

each of the files when encrypted, in which the files are downloadable and the keys are available 

from at least one network address, wherein: 

the first computer system sends the survey to the second computer system 
via the Internet which references a network address to obtain a file for the survey 
[column 19, lines 24-60]; and 

the second computer system has memory and downloads the file fi-om the 
network address for storage in the memory in which the file is encrypted [column 
19, lines 24-60], the second computer system requests a key to decrypt the 
encrypted file from a network address where the key is available, receives a key 
when the second computer system is associated with a participant selected to take 
the survey [column 19, lines 24-60], and decrypts the file in accordance with the 
key and plays the decrypted file as part of the survey [column 19, lines 24-60]. 
As to claim 34, Matyas discloses that the second computer system further- comprises a 

display and plays the decrypted file in a window on the display, and protects the window from 

being accessed by the user of the second computer system when another window on the display 

is selected [column 19, lines 24-60]. 

As to claim 35, Matyas discloses that the second computer system is registered with the 

first computer system for receiving the survey prior to the second computer system receiving the 

survey [column 19, lines 24-60]. 
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As to claim 36, Matyas discloses that the first computer system sends the key to the 
second computer system when the key has been requested during a certain period of time 
[column 19, lines 24-60]. 

As to claim 37, Matyas discloses that the first computer system sends the key to the 
second computer system when the second computer system has not already received the 
encrypted file a preset number of times [column 19, lines 24-60]. 

As to claim 38, Matyas discloses that the first computer system sends the key to the 
computer when a participant has not taken the survey. 

As to claim 39, Matyas discloses a system for conducting surveys comprising : 

at least one first computer system connected to the network representing 
one or more computer servers [column 19, lines 24-60]; 

a plurality of second computer systems capable of connecting to the first 
computer system through the network [column 19, lines 24-60]; 

a database registering uniquely the second computer systems and 
associating each of the registering second computer systems with data describing 
one or more characteristics of the user of the second computer system [column 19, 
lines 24-60]; 

the first computer system enabling selection of one or more users fi-om the 
database as participants to take a survey having one or more questions and 
enabling the selected user to answer the questions[column 19, lines 24-60]; and 

the first computer system is capable of sending the survey and sending 
encrypted content information via the network to at least one of the registered 
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second computer systems associated with a user selected to participate in the 
survey, in which the second computer system downloads the survey from a first 
network address associated with the first computer system [column 1 9, lines 24- 
60], requests a key from a second network address associated with the first 
computer system for decrypting the content information, and when the key is 
received the second computer system utilizes the key to decrypt the content 
information and then outputs the decrypted content information as part of the 
survey in which one or more questions of the survey relates to the outputted 
content information [column 19, lines 24-60]. 
As to claim 40, Matyas discloses that each of the second computer systems has a user 

interface which limits the second computer system to operate responsive to the user of the 

second computer system to prevent copying of the content information while the received 

content information is being outputted [column 19, lines 24-60]. 

As to claim 41, Matyas discloses that the one or more characteristics of the user 

comprises at least one of age or sex of the user [column 19, lines 24-60], 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto 
et al U.S. Patent No. 5,944,794 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Kim et al 
U.S. Patent No. 6,584,199 Bl. 

As to claims 4 and 5, Okamoto et al does not teach that the key sending means only sends 
the key during a certain time period. Okamoto et al does not teach that the key sending means 
only send the key to the second computer system a certain number of times. 

Kim et al teaches sending keys during certain time periods. Kim et al teaches sending 
keys to a second computer system a certain number of times [column 6, lines 4-41]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al so that the keys were sent during 
certain time periods and only a certain number of times. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al by the teaching of Kim et al because 
sending during certain periods makes it less susceptible for a third party to intercept the keys. By 
sending the keys a certain amount of times, there would be less available over a network for a 
third party to intercept [column 2 line 63 to column 3 line 12]. 
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10. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto et 
al U.S. Patent No. 5,944,794 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Okamoto et 
al U.S. Patent No. 6,584,199 Bl. 

As to claims 6-8, Okamoto et al does not teach that the sending and display enabling 
means at the second computer systems is provided by viewer software installed at the second 
computer system. Okamoto et al does not teach that the registering means is enabled when the 
viewer software is installed. Okamoto et al does not teach that the viewer software is 
automatically executed in response to executing a program received by the second computer 
system via the network. 

Okamoto et al teaches that sending and display enabling means at the second computer 
systems is provided by viewer software installed at the second computer system [column 28, 
lines 38-52]. Okamoto et al teaches that the registering means is enabled when the viewer 
software is installed [column 29, lines 7-20]. Okamoto et al teaches that the viewer software is 
automatically executed in response to executing a program received by the second computer 
system via the network [column 29, lines 45-61]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al so that the sending and display of 
the content would have been provide by view software such Internet Explorer or Netscape 
Navigator installed at the second computer. The computer would have been registered when one 
of the viewing software was installed on the computer. The viewing software would have been 
automatically executed in response to executing a program received by the second computer 
system via the network. 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention v^as made to have modified Okamoto et al by the teaching of Okamoto et al because it 
prevents a user from copying a protected image from within and from without his web browser 
[column 3, lines 19-30]. 

IL Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U^S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto 
et al U.S. Patent No. 5,944,794 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Adams et 
al U.S. Patent No. 5,734,380. 

As to claims 9-11, Okamoto et al teaches that the second computer systems each have a 
display [column 9, lines 47-52]. 

Okamoto et al does not teach that the display enabling means provides for playing the 
content information is a window on the display. Okamoto et al does not teach that the display 
enabling means disables playing of the content information in the window when the user of the 
second computer system selects another window on the display. Okamoto et al does not teach 
that the display enabling means places a protection image in the window when the playing of the 
content information in the window is disabled. 

Adams et al teaches that the display enabling means provides for playing the content 
information is a window on the display. Adams et al teaches that the display enabling means 
disables playing of the content information in the window when the user of the second computer 
system selects another window on the display. Adams et al teaches that the display enabling 
means places a protection image in the window when the playing of the content information in 
the window is disabled [column 7 line 25 to column 8 line 3]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al so that the display enabling means 
provided for playing the content information is a window on the display. The display enabling 
means would have disabled playing of the content information in the window when the user of 
the second computer system selected another window on the display. The display enabling 
means would have placed a protection image in the window when the playing of the content 
information in the window was disabled. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al by the teaching of Adams et al because it 
ensures that the window is protected from being replaced by another display [column 1, lines 36- 
57]. 

12. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto et al 
U.S. Patent No. 5,944,794 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hamlin et al 
U.S. Patent No. 6,477,504 BL 

As to claim 16, Okamoto et al discloses that the first computer system comprises one or 
more sei^ver computers capable of communicating with the plurality of second computer systems 
via the network. Okamoto et al discloses a database coupled to at least one of the network 
computers containing at least information defining the registered second computer systems 
[column 10, lines 3-11]. Okamoto et al discloses that the content information is sent encrypted 
by the first computer system [column 7, lines 40-57]. Okamoto et al discloses the first computer 
system has means for sending to the second computer systems a key to decrypt the encrypted 
file. Okamoto et al discloses that the second computer system has means for decrypting the 
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encrypted content information in accordance with the key for displaying the decrypted content 
information, as discussed above. 

Okamoto et al does not teach information identifying which of the registered ones of the 
second computer systems is associated with participants for the survey. Okamoto et al does not 
teach information determining whether the participants took the survey. Okamoto et al does not 
teach that the second computer system is associated with one of the participants for the survey 
not having taken the survey. 

Hamlin et al teaches information identifying which of the registered ones of the second 
computer systems is associated with participants for the survey. Hamlin et al teaches 
information determining whether the participants took the survey [column 10, lines 54-67]. 
Hamlin et al teaches that the second computer system is associated with one of the participants 
for the survey not having taken the survey [column 13, lines 18-34]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al so that there would have been 
information identifying which of the registered ones of the second computer systems is 
associated with participants for the survey. There would have been information determining 
whether the participants took the survey. The second computer system would have been 
associated with one of the participants for the survey not having taken the survey. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Okamoto et al by the teaching of Hamlin et al because it 
provides a mechanism and process that decision makers and researchers alike can use to both 
quickly and economically reach out and understand the behaviors, opinions and attitudes of 
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consumers and customers in today's competitive and fast moving market place [column 2, lines 
44-48]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 20-25 are allowed. 

As to claim 20, prior art does not disclose, suggest or fairly teach sending a survey to the 
computer via the Internet that references a network address to obtain a file for the survey. Prior 
art does not disclose, suggest or fairly teach downloading the file from the network address in 
which the file is encrypted. Prior art does not disclose, suggest or fairly teach requesting a key to 
decrypt the encrypted file from a network address where the key is available. Prior art does not 
disclose, suggest or fairly teach receiving a key at the computer when the computer is associated 
with a participant selected to take the survey. Prior art does not disclose, suggest or fairly teach 
decrypting the file in accordance with the key and playing the decrypted file as part of the 
survey. 

Any claims not directly addressed are allowed on the virtue of their dependency. 
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Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aravind K. Moorthy whose telephone number is 571-272-3793. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organizafion where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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